The League of Nations played an important role in securing the Armenian community after the 1915 genocide of Armenians in Ottoman Turkey. Nonetheless, the Armenian Question, which had a definite political accent during the First and Second Assembly of the League of Nations, remained unresolved. Afterwards, the League reformulated its policy towards the Armenian case, which involved an explicit shift from a political to a humanitarian point of view.
attempted genocide, the state was interested only in confiscating and privatising Armenian property.
3 During the massacres and deportations of 1915, huge numbers of refugees moved to Syria. Some deportees died on the shores of the Euphrates, but those who survived gathered in the refugee camps near the big cities of Syria, which became important sites of refuge and safety.
The Treaty of Sèvres (10 August 1920) put the end to the Ottoman Era by dividing much the former Empire among the Allies: parts of Southern Anatolia, Cilicia, Syri, and
Lebanon were put in the hands of the French, while the British took control of Palestine, TransJordan, and Iraq. Thrace was put under the control of Greece, which also contested Western
Anatolia. The capital of the Ottoman Empire, Constantinople, was put under the control of the chief Allied powers. The Republic of Armenia, formed in the Caucasus as a result of the collapse of the Russian Empire, encompassed also Armenian territories from Eastern Anatolia.
This new situation gave Armenian refugees an opportunity to return to Cilicia and Anatolia.
However, immediately after these events, nationalist Turks, headed by Mustafa Kemal started armed resistance aiming to restore control over Anatolia. With this goal, on 24
September 1920, Turkish nationalist forces began the invasion of the Republic of Armenia, which ended on 2 December with the Treaty of Alexandropol. As a result, Armenia lost its territories in Eastern Anatolia. 4 After the conclusion of the Angora Agreement with France at the end of 1921, French troops started to evacuate Cilicia to which nearly 200.000 Armenians had moved in the wake of genocide with the intention of establishing a national home. 5 The departure of the French led to new waves of nearly 50,000 refugees moving to Syria. 6 Refugee movements were further exacerbated by the defeat of Greece in the Greco-Turkish War in 1921. Thereafter Turkish troops re-occupied their lost territories with subsequent atrocities involving the killing of between 12,000 and 30,000 Christians, mostly Greeks and Armenians, in Smyrna (today Izmir). 7 3 M. Arzumanian, Armenia in 1914 -1917 , Yerevan 1969 . 4 The nationalistic campaign in Turkey resulted in the establishment of the Republic of Turkey in 1922. Thereafter the Treaty of Sèvres was nullified and replaced by the Treaty of Lausanne (1923) . This, too, led to mass casualties and waves of refugees. Hundreds of thousands of Armenians and Greeks began to flee Turkish territory, resulting in massive crowds of refugees in and around Constantinople-130.000 from Smyrna and 70.000 from the Brouse Region. 8 The attempt to 'un-mix' Muslim and Christian communities resulted in a compulsory exchange of populations between Greece and Turkey in 1923 administered by the League of Nations. 9 Together with 1.4 million Greeks, nearly 300,000 Armenians left Turkey.
10
While Greek refugees could find a new home in their nation state, an Armenian state had ceased to exist, having been absorbed by the Soviets at the end of 1920. 'Greek refugees were coming from the country where they had been a minority, but were established in a country where they were citizens, which was not true in the case of Armenian refugees, whose status and settlement were tough issues'. Humanitarianism, 1920 -1927 ', American Historical Review December 2010 , pp. 1315 forged and their names were replaced by Turkish ones. The same happened to the women. 18 The number of children and women affected by this practice was unprecedented. 5. Refugees to whom the Turkish Government provided passports with a notice that they 'will not return to Turkey', when they left Turkish territories.
In June 1924 Nansen offered to transfer the League's activity in respect of refugees to the International Labor Organization (ILO). The reflected new circumstances and perceptions concerning refugees. In particular it was felt there was a need for a permanent body to deal with issues including labour, unemployment, settlement and immigration. So 1924 was marked by a division of roles: the League retained the political management of refugee affairs while the ILO assumed day-to-day responsibilities. voted in favor of continuing its independent status; its name, however, was to be changed to 'West Syria' and its inhabitants were to enjoy Syrian nationality. In 1926 Alexandretta, with its newly elected council, declared Sanjak independent. However, this was later revoked and Sanjak continued to be included in the Syrian state.
As noted, a major portion of the Armenian Genocide refugees-nearly 125,000 peoplewas concentrated in and near the major cities of Syria and Lebanon, Aleppo and Beirut in particular. According to League data, there were 55,000 Armenian refugees in Aleppo state (with 25,000 in the city of Aleppo); 15,000 were in Damascus state (13,000 in the city of Damascus); 10,000 in Alouite state; 5,000 in Alexandretta; and 40,000 in Great Lebanon (22,000 in Beirut). 35 In Beirut and Aleppo, the authorities assigned lands to these refugees, where they were settled in huts, forming overcrowded, unhealthy and dangerous camps. 36 This posed a real threat to the security of the refugees and the surrounding populations, not least by creating poor sanitary conditions likely to result in epidemics.
By the mid-1920s, it had become clear that returning home to Anatolia was no longer an option for the Armenian refugees, as the right to approve such a process fell to the Turkish appointed an inspector general to its western provinces and nearly 100,000 Turkish peasants from Bulgaria and Yugoslavia were to be brought in to strengthen the Western Provinces of the Republic. 
The Settlement of Armenian Refugees in Syria: the League of Nations' Efforts
According to Johnson's reporting, out of 90,000 Armenian refugees in Syria, 40,000 lived in camps, with 12,000 being in a precarious situation and another 28,000 having only casual employment. 57 In an attempt to improve the situation, a committee for the establishment of Massyaf in the Alouite area and Deir el-Zor, all of which had a preliminary cost of £120,000.
59
The settlement plan foresaw that these colonies would be built only for Armenian settlers. These apartments became home to 160 families, sheltering well over 1,000 people. Each refugee was given some money to purchase his plot of ground and after a year he had to begin repaying the loan according to the terms of the land-purchase contract. Materials for building the houses were supplied by M. Burnier's architect.
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In Aleppo the CCAAR bought 51,300 and 60,000 sq. km of land near Armenian camps in Sulejmanie, to which nearly 2,500 people moved in 1929. Meanwhile, a new suburb composed entirely of refugees was in the process of springing up outside the city. Armenians from other quarters of the city also purchased plots in the area to build houses and shops. The quarter was well served by the new electric trams, which were an innovation in Syria. By the end of 1929, 420 houses had been built, sheltering 500 families, and 80 more houses were under construction by the League. The houses were built of soft lime stone, which was easily worked and very reliable; the color was a rich cream, giving the buildings a fine appearance. because the number of refugees was more manageable. Soon, 120 houses were built, and 80 more were under construction.
64
Alexandretta was partly rural and partly urban. Settlement of the latter area progressed slowly. However, on the main road, outside the town on the way to Antioch and Aleppo, 35
houses were completed quickly, and others soon were under way. Those houses were detached and had good-sized gardens.
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So, by the end of 1929, nearly 8,000 Armenian refugees had been moved to new quarters in Beirut, Aleppo, Alexandretta and Damascus; but to alleviate the pressure of refugees on towns, the League also had organised seven agricultural enterprises. Although these villages became prosperous, there were not enough funds to construct as many villages as necessary. The village Kirik Khan on the Amok Plain was partly rural and partly urban. Each refugee was given a plot of land on which to build a house and to cultivate a vegetable garden.
They were also given fruit-growing land a little outside the village. Forty-two families were established in this way.
Soog Sou was a purely rural venture, involving the settlement of about 250 people in 50 newly-built houses. Sixty families were settled in Abdul Heuk and seventy families in the village of Haiashen. Djub Ramle, a village in Massyaf Alouite country, saw thirty-three families being established quickly followed by another 25. The country was full of rich and fertile valleys and had generous supplies of water. Hence it had good agricultural potential.
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Each agricultural colony was headed by a mudir, who had the powers and the duties of a mayor. He was assisted by a council of three members who were elected by the villagers.
They were responsible for the establishment and organization of the colony, as well as for the maintenance of order and discipline. They were also charged with the reimbursement of financial advances made to settlers.
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The success experienced during the first phase of the settlement work was connected with the reimbursement of the money provided to the refugees. According to G. Burnier, during 1920-30 the material situation of the refugees was not bad. Work was abundant and well-paid.
Living in huts, and paying no taxes or rent, the Armenians were able to accumulate some savings. The first refugees succeeded in building their houses almost entirely with their own resources; others bought land and received building materials repayable in four or five annual installments. Up to the end of 1930, the financial contribution of the refugees to their final settlement was such that the camps were expected to disappear almost entirely by 1933. 68 However, from the start of 1930, the settlement scheme was hit by the world economic crisis. There was a shortage of work, wages fell dramatically and many workers sacked or experienced significant pay cuts. This consequences were twofold: on the one hand, the League was compelled to invest more in the settlement projects; on the other hand, refugees became unable to meet their monthly re-payment obligations.
69 Furthermore, although it was decided to 
Conclusion
According to the resolution of the League of Nations Assembly made on 30 September 1938, the Nansen Office had to cease its activities by the end of that year. 75 In effect, that year the office's work on refugee settlement in Syria had come to an end. The National Armenian Relief Union, with financial assistance from the office, was instructed to build the final dwellings for the most indigent refugees. Before the office was closed, it managed to contribute a further sum of Swiss Francs 21,000 to assist with work such as this.
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So, the Armenian refugee settlement plan in Syria was almost at an end. Despite all the difficulties, the majority of Armenian refugees had been able to leave their camps and move to new homes, so putting the end to a dark period of their lives. An unfortunate few, however, had to remain living in camps until the 1950s. Nonetheless, the humanitarian work of the League of Nations on behalf of Armenian genocide survivors and refugees was fundamental to the survival of the community. Its initiatives transformed the lives of hundreds of thousands of Armenians, enabling them eventually to begin to shape their futures for themselves. 
